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1 . This action is in response to the application filed on July 30, 2001 . Claims 1 -24 
are pending. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1-2, 9-10 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Westerinen et al., U. S. Patent 6,119,185. 
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Per claims 1, 9 and 17: 

A) Westerinen et al teach the following claimed items: 

1 . an interconnect with adapter slots 210 of figure 3 and at column 1 1 , lines 
51-63; 

2. a processor and memory with processor 202 and memory 220 of figure 3; 

3. determining if a current configuration is optimized for system performance 
utilizing testing criteria with elements 18 and 20 of figure 1, at column 3, lines 12- 
25, at column 6, lines 30-61 and at column 8, lines 11-24; 

4. generating alternate configurations in response to determining the current 
configuration is not optimized with the loop between elements 18 and 40 of figure 
1, with figures 2A and 2B and at column 10, line 19 - column 11, line 11; 

5. analyzing the alternate configurations utilizing the test criteria to identify at 
least one optimized configuration with the loop between elements 18 and 40 of 
figure 1 , with figures 2A and 2B and at column 11, lines 12-50; 

6. presenting the at least one optimized configuration to a user with the 
updated settings in the CMOS and NVRAM at column 1 1 , lines 61-63 and at 
column 12, lines 31-32; 

7. altering the testing criteria and analyzing the alternate configurations in 
response to not identifying an optimized configuration with selecting a resource 
setting that is not the highest weight when the highest weight setting is not 
available of not operable, with element 40 of figure 1 and at column 1 1 , lines 38- 
50. 
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Per claims 2, 10 and 18: 

Westerinen describes a plurality of hardware adapters coupled to an interconnect 
with elements 210 through 216 of figure 3 and at column 11, lines 56-58. 
Westerinen describes generating alternate connections between the plurality of 
hardware adapters and the interconnect at column 1 1 , lines 22-23 (elements 3 
and 4 of the analysis) and lines 37-46. 

6. Claims 1, 9 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Schran et al., U. S. Patent Application 2002/0138443. 
Per claims 1, 9 and 17: 

A) Schran et al teach the following claimed items: 

1 . an interconnect with network 1 50 of figure 1 ; 

2. a processor and memory are included in client machine 115 of figure 1 , at 
page 2, paragraph 21 and at page 3, paragraph 28; 

3. determining if a current configuration is optimized for system performance 
utilizing testing criteria with Network Configuration Settings 135 of figure 1, with 
figure 3 and at page 3, paragraph 26; 

4. generating alternate configurations in response to determining the current 
configuration is not optimized with elements 320 and 335 of figure 3, at page 3, 
paragraphs 29 and 30 and at page 6, paragraph 52; 

5. analyzing the alternate configurations utilizing the test criteria to identify at 
least one optimized configuration with elements 320 and 335 of figure 3, at page 
3, paragraphs 29 and 30 and at page 6, paragraph 52; 
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6. presenting the at least one optimized configuration to a user with figure 6 
and at paragraph 49. 

B) The claims seem to differ from Schran et al in that Schran et al fails to 
explicitly teach altering the testing criteria and analyzing the alternate 
configurations in response to not identifying an optimized configuration as 
claimed. 

C) However, Schran describes allowing a user to select network optimization 
user preferences that are used to determine the testing criteria at paragraph 25. 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to alter the testing criteria (user preferences) and analyze 
the alternate configurations in response to determining that the previous user 
preferences did not optimized the configuration settings as desired. 

7. Claims 3-8, 11-16 and 19-24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis M. Butler whose telephone number is 703-305- 
9663. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Dennis M. Butler 
Primary Examiner 
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